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Advertiſement. 


- T7 is neceſſary to inform 5 
the Reader, that the Author | 
of the following Vindication - 


was led into this Diſcuſſion, by an 
= accidental Diſpute, i in Converſation 
with ſome rigid and obſtinate No x- 
5 JUROR s, whoſe chimerical Noti- 
ons, and abſurd Principles, with 
reſpect to HeREDITARY RI Our, | 


would 


Adverti Il ement. 


* 
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« ; ; 


would admit no other but a plain 
categorical Anſwer, built on their 


own Foundation, For as to the ſu- 
pream indefeaſable Right of their 


Late and Preſent Majeſties King 
GORE the Firſt and Second, ; 


and their Heirs, to the Imperial 


= Crown of Great Bruain, Bc. ms 
evidently founded upon the Acts 

9 the States, being the ſupream 
legiſlative Power of the Nation, by 
their ſettling the Crown upon the 
Princeſs Sophia, and her Iſſue, being 
Proteſtants. Nor does i it any where 


appear, that the auguſt Houſe of 
| Hanover ever did, or ever intends 


to claim a Right to the Crown of 
| 5 Great 


—— — —— 
4 


A OO OE ITO TOs | Te 4; G2 


CEE OT OL TO A; 0: 


Advertiſement. iii 
Great Britain on any other Founda- 


tion. But if, notwithſtanding, it 
can be clearly demonſtrated, as we 
humbly preſume it is in the follow⸗ 
ing Pages, that His Preſent Moſt 
Sacred Majeſty, King Gxo RE 
the Second, doth actually poſſes 
and enjoy the beſt Hz REDITARY | 
Rienr, in the Courſe of a legal - 
Deſcent, to the Crown of Great 5 
Britain, Oc. of any Monarch that 


hath fat upon the Throne ine 
Richard the Firſt, it will not only 8 


5 afford one very juſtifiable Reaſon 


how the States of the Kingdom 
came to make choice of that Hap- 


Py Succeſlion, , for the future Set- 
tlement TN 


iv - | Adverti jſement.. 

tlement of the Crown, but likewi le 
pteſent it to the View of all 1 im- 
partial conſidering Men , as an Act 
of Juſtice, proceeding from the 


wonderful n. of Divine Pro- 
vidence. ICY 
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Hereditary Right 


| Of His Preſent MAJESTY. 


King 6E OR E the IId. 


* THE 


Crown of Great BarrAIx, Be. 


SHALL not perplex the nn 
of Hereditary Ri Zht, by going farther 
back to found it, than to William the 
Firſt, commonly call'd Milliam the 
Conqueror ; for as Mr. Colyer, in his Hiſto- 
rical Dictionary hath declar'd, that the 
beſt Hereditary Right, that any of ur 
Kings enjoyed fince the Congueſt, com- 
mene d! in Henry the Second $ marrying the 
B: right 


£27 
right Heir of the Saxon Line; I take it for 
granted therefore, that the Nonjurors will 
not inſiſt upon going beyond the Norman 
Line, to found the true Hereditary = of 
our King's lance. 


I ſhall thendire in the firſt Place, 
conſider how Hereditary Right ſtood from 
William the Conqueror, to Henry the Second. 
It will be readily granted, that William 
the Firſt, had no true Hereditary Title to 
the Crown of England, by Birth or Afinity 5 
of Blood, being not of the Royal Blood, 


either of the antient Britons, Danes, or 


Saxons; and beſides this, was illivitimate, as 


all our Hiſtories acknowledge, therefore 
could have no true Hereditary Right by 


Birth, nor had he any by Marriage; 8 


and though the Author of the Book, enti- 
tled He, editary Ri gbr, hath taken great Pains 
to bring him into the Number of Heredi- 


dy Kings, yet all that he hath ſaid on that 


Head, hath been evidently anſwer'd by ſe- 
veral learned Hands. But however, if it 
de granted, that he had ever ſo clear an 


. 1 Here- 


EST 
Hereditary Right, it doth not in the leaſt 
Prejuguee my preſent * 


ILLIAM the Firſt left ER Sons, 
viz. Robert the eldeſt, Vi lliam his ſecond, 
and Henry his third Son. On the Death 


of William the Firſt, his ſecond Son, Mil- 


liam the Second, took the Crown by the 
Conſent of the States: But in Wrong to 
the ſtrict Hereditary Right of his elder 
Brother Robert, then alive, and engaged | 
in the Holy War againſt the Turks; and 
though it be pretended | that William 
 Ryfuss Hereditary Right is founded upon 
the laſt Will of his Father, which by the 
way 1 conceive is but a very light Founda- 
tion for a ſtrict indefeaſeable Hereditary Right, 
* Matthew Weſtminſter tells us, lib. ii. 
þ, 12. the States and the Lords of the 


Realm had ſo little Regard for this teſta- 


mentary Title, that they diſdain'd at firſt to 
be ſubject to the younger, when the elder 
Brother was every way ſo well qualified to 
Rs govern and protect them, but William Rufus 
waving his ee Pretence, and pro- 
9 3 miking 
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miſing to eaſe the People. of their Oppreſ- 
ſions, and to reſtore them to their antient 
Liberties, he was at length admitted to the 
Crown; but it does no here appear that the 
States conſented to it upon the ſtrict Foun- 
dation of — Right. 


BUT that which mitigates the Matter in 
the Caſe of William the Second was, he brought 
his Brother Robert to conſent that he ſhould 
enjoy the Crown during his Life; and Ma- 


thew Weſtminſter, lib. vi. p. 14. tells us, that 


- upon the Peace which was made betwixt Ro- 


bert and Rufus, it was agreed that if either of 
them died without Sons, the other, if living 
| ſhould be his Heir; and this Agreement was 
| (worn to, not only by themſelves, but by 
twelve Barons on each Side. Pilliam the 
Second died without Heirs, and therefore 
Robert, who ſurvived him, had not only the 


Hereditary Right by Birth, but alſo by the 


_— 5 
1 „ _— 


9 
"> 
, 


laſt Will of Rufus, which gave him a dou- 
ble Title to that Crown, yet notwithſtand- 
ing, upon the Death of William the Second, 
Henry the Firſt, Son of William the Conque- 


ror, 


+ = 
ror, took the Crown by the Conſent and 
moſt apparent Election of the States, as all 


Hiſtorians: agree. Here is a ſecond appa · 
rent Breach of Hereditary Right. nos I 


BU this Matter was again made up, 
by Prince Robert's making an Agreement 
fince his Father W:ilkam came to the 
Crown, he ſhould as being the eldeſt Son 
 fince his Father was King, and being inveſted 
with the Crown by the Conſent and Hection 


of che States, injoy it during his Life, paying 


$000 Marks per Ann. Secondly, that Rabert 
furviving him, ſhould ſucceed him. Thirdly, 
that all that had taken part with Robert ſhould 
be pardoned, This Agreement gave the beſt 
Hereditary Right, that then ſubſiſted, to 
Henry, and as Robert died before Henry, 
this Hereditary Right deſcended to Henry's 
Children 


* Gul. Newbrigenſi p. 359. Matthew Weſtminſter, 
lib. ii. p. 22. H. dg Knight e. 8, 2374. Brompton 997. 
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_ HENR Y theFirſt left only one Daughter, 
2 Matilda, who firſt married to Henry 
the Fifth, Emperor of Germany, but had by 
him no Ifſue, but marrrying a ſecond Time 


to Henry Plantagenet, had by him one Son, 
vis, Henry; but on the Death of Henry 
a the Firſt, Stephen, a Son of William the 


Conqueror's Daughter, took the Crown, as all 


Hiſtorians agree, by the Election of the 
| States, without any Title to Hereditary 
| Right, upon a Promiſe that he would pre- 
ſerve their Priviledges, and conſent to- good 
and wholeſom Laws: Here was Hereditary - 
Right broken in upon a third Time ſince 
William the Conqueror ; ſo that Stephen, as to 


any Hereditary Right, was a direct Uſurper; 
but Stepben's Son and Heir dying, he adopt- 


ed Henry, Son of the Empreſs Maud, or 

. Matilda, for his Heir, and accordingly, 
upon the Death of $ tephen, Henry the Second 
came to the Crown, in the pure and true 
Hereditary Right of his Grand-father, Henry 
the Firſt, and his Mother Maud, or Matilda, 
only Heir of Henry; and this is the firſt | 
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Time that pure and true Heredi tary Right 


took Place ſince Wi Mam the —— 


IN this / ids the Second, faith Colyer” 6 


Hliſtorical Dictionary, the Norman and Saxon 
Blood was happyly united, through Henry's 
marrying the right Heir of the the Saxon 
Line, upon which Mr. Colyer ſeems to lay 
ſo great a Streſs, as to think, the only true 
Hereditary Right to the Crown commenc'd 
and took Place at this Time, ſince Willlam 
the Conqueror; which Conception we will 

admit to have much Truth in it, as to the 

Hereditary Right of the Saxon Line; fo that 
Henry the Second and his Heirs and Iflue, 
have the trueſt and moſt undoubted Here- 
ditary * fince the Norman — 55 


T HI $ Henry the Second left at his Death 


two Sons, vig. Richard the eldeſt, and John 
the youngeſt : Mr. Colyer is very juſt thus 
far, but he unkindly, and 'tis to be fear'd 
with no good Deſign, hides another Article, 
for which \ this Henry the Second is deſervedly 
famous, vi. that his eldeſt Daughter, named 


Maud, : 


To]. 

Maud, or Matilda, was married to Henry 
the Lyon, Duke of Bavaria, and Saxony; from 
the eldeſt Branch of whoſe Family and Iflue 
his preſent Majeſty King George the Second is 
the Heir in a direct Line, as we ſhall after- 
| wards ſhew, and is acknowledged by all 
our beſt and moſt authentick Hiſtorians ; for 

on the Death of Henry the Second, his eldeſt 
Son Richard, by ſtrict Hereditary Right 


_ came to the Crown, and wore it with Glory 


and Fame whilſt he lived, but he dyed 
without Heirs of his own Body, and according 


d o true and ſtrict Hereditary Right, the Crown 


at his Death ought to have deſcended to 


5 Prince Arthur, Duke of Bretagn, and only 


Son of Jefferey, King John's elder Brother, 

but in direct Wrong to this Hereditary 

| Right of Prince Arthur, Fohn Jelfery's 
younger Brother, by very indirect Means, 
as Mr. de Rapin (whom I chuſe to make 
| wiſe of on this Occaſion, as believing him to 


de the moſt impartial Hiſtorian of thoſe 


Times, of any modern Author, and one 
that cannot be ſuſpected of any partial 
Views, with Reſpect to the preſent Family, : 

of 


of his Majeſty King George) evidently ſhews: 
And here I ſhall begin my Argument to 
prove that his preſent Majeſty King George 
the Second, receives from his Royal Father, 
the beſt Hereditary Right to the Crown of 
England and Ireland, of any Monarch that 
hath ſet upon that Throne ſince Richard the 
Firſt, and I ſhall do it by ouny thoſe | 


Points — 


| Piint 1. THAT King Yobn had no Here- 


ditary Right to the Crown when he took it, 


but aſſum'd it in the direct Wrong to the 
ſtrict Hereditary Rigbt of Prince Arthur, 
Heir e to King J s elder Brother. 


. 2. THERE is the higheſt a 
to believe that Ki ng Richard never left the 
Kingdom by Will, (as ſome | — to 


King _ 


Prince 3. THAT Prince Arthur's Sur- 
render of the Kingdom to Jobn, never gave 
him any Right thereto: But as to Hereditary 

8 Feige 
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Right, he was a direct Uſurper, and conſes 


a quently guilty of High Treaſon. 


Point 4. THAT King Yohn murder'd 
Prince Artbur, and thereby attainted his 
Blood of all Title to inherit Hereditary ; | 


Right. 


EY Pant 5. KING Jobn impriſon'd the 
Princeſs Elenor, Prince Arthur”s only Siſter 
and Heir; and debarr'd her the Priviledge of 
having Iſſue, and that ſhe never ſurrender d 
her Hereditary Ri ght, to give Ry Jo bn 


any Title thereto. 


pt 6 THAT ce we of 


the Royal Family of Henry the Second, for 


the true Hereditary Right to deſcend to, 
upon the Death of the Princeſs Elenor, and 
the Forfeiture of King Jahn, but the Prin- 
_ ceſs Maud, eldeſt Daughter of King Henry 

the Second, Mother of the firſt Royal Blood 
of England, in the Anceſtors of King George. 


| 
| 


* — r ve er PR on IS EP) Ig — 


Point 
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Paint 5. THAT all King Jabn's Children 
were born in unlawful Wedlock; and there- 


fore could have no Title to inherit the true 4 
| Hrn? Right. 


Point i. R API Ntells us, there were ſeveral 


Circumſtances that favour'd John's Advance- 

ment, in Wrong of Prince Arthur. Fir/t, His 
Mother Queen Elenor, who was very much 
beloved by the Generality of the People, but 


a Woman of a haughty Temper: She con- 


ider d that if Arthur came to the Crown, = 
being not above 12 or 14 Years of Age, 
when her Son Richard died, Arthur's J Mo- 


N managing of all publick Affairs 3 her 
Son's Minority, and that ſhe ſhould be 
obliged to be under her, the thought of 
which ſhe could not bear. Secondly, John 

was her beloved Son, and therefore the 
uſed all her Intereſt for his Advancement, : 
Thirdly, During King Richard's Abſence in 
the Holy Land, and his Impriſonment by 
the Emperor, which John had no ſmall 


N band 
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hand in; John had made himſelf a conſi- 
derable Party amongſt the Barons and Clergy | 
of England, in hopes to have uſurp'd the 
Crown in his Brother Richard's Life-time, 
which was the more eaſily reviv'd upon his 
Death. Fourtbiy, By Promiſes, Oaths and 
Threats (faith Rapin) Jobn gained the Ma- 
jority of the Barons, to admit him: But 
Point 2. The Nonjurors urge in favour : 
of John's Title, that his Brother Richard _ 
left him the Crown by Will, at his Death: 
But as there is but one Hiſtorian that affirms : 


any thing of this Teſtament in favour of 


2 vi. Haveden, who does indeed ſay, 


when Richard deſpair'd of Life, he deviſed 


the Kingdom of England and all his Lands 
to Jobn: But as he is the only Hiſtorian of 
any Account that mentions this Will, his ſin⸗ 
gle Teſtimony can have no great Weight, ” 
when no other Hiſtorian of that Day gives 

us any Account of it: And there are many 


| Reaſons to be urged againſt it: As Fi, 


That Richard, when he went to the Holy 
Land, by Conſent and Concurrence of the 
States, lend Cronicon 2 Mailros, p. 179, Sc. 


Tol. 


1 

Fol. Hiſtory, Anno 1190) appointed Prince 

Arthur his Heir; and if Richard would not 

| put by his Nephew, and next Heir, then in 
favour of John; it's certain John's Behaviour, 


while he was engaged in the Holy War, 


muſt give him much more Cauſe to reject 
him, and prefer his Nephew Arthur before 
him, as he had the nnn . 
Right, 


WHOEVER conſiders 2 8 1 5 
to King Richard in his Abſence, recorded 


by all our Hiſtorians, and particularly =: 


M. de Ragin Vol. iii. lately Tranſlated by 5 
Mr. Tindal, in p. 128, 130, 136, 138, will 


find it exceeding difficult to believe, that 


Richard, after this Treatment of his Brother, 
ſhould make him his Heir, in Wrong and 
Prejudice of his Nephew Arthur, a pro- 
miſing young Prince, that had never 
diſoblig d him, and who had the un- 
doubted Hereditary Rig bt to the Crown, in 
| Caſe Richard died without Heirs. Rain 
allo athrms, that King Richard upon his 
Return to Erglaza, having ſubdu'd Jahns 

| Party, 


[ 14 ] 
Party, fummon'd his Brother, who was then 
in France, to appear before him within 40 
Days, to anſwer the Accuſations that ſhould 
be exhibited againſt him; and Jahn not ap- 
pearing within the Time limited, King 
| Richard caus d a Sentence to be paſs d 
_ againſt him, whereby his Eſtates were all 


confiſcated, inſomuch from this very Time 
he was generally called John Lack- 


1 5 land, and himſelf excluded from all 


Right of Succeſſion to the Crown. Can 
any believe after all this, which is acknow- 
leqdged on all Hands to be true, that King 
Richard would diſinherit his Nephew Ar- 
 thur, to make his pogratelal Brother Job : 
his Heir. 


1 HE Manner i in which Rodin OD TR 
| Richard's Reconciliation to Fobn, and the 
Expreſſions he uſed at his pardoning of 
him, at the Inſtance of his Mother, Queen 


E xnor, plainly ſhews the Opinion Richard | 
IT had of John, VL, 5 1 forgive you ſaith h e, 


c raiſing him up) and wiſh I could as eaſily 
* looſe the Remembrance of the Injuries 
CERT 5 
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© you have done me, as you will forget 
© my pardoning of them.” 


_ IF FR Was fach a Will, why 
did not Jobn mention it when he put in for 
the Crown? there was at leaſt half a Year 
between the Death of Richard and the Ad- 
miſſion of John: And yet during all that 
Time, we hear nothing of that Will, but 
all that Time was ſpent by John and his 
Ezmiſſaries, in Promiſes, Oaths, and Threat- 
nings, to bring the Engliſh to fwear Alle | 
gience to him, Rapin, Vol. iii. 150 to 157, 
and by giving them the moſt pompous Aſ—- 
| furances in Words, how well he would go- 


vern, if they would conſent to make him 


King; but how well he perform'd them 
afterwards, the Hiſtory of his Lite makes 
too evident, . 


rd, RAPIN tin 8 146, that 
| Richard had formerly at Meſſma, ſettled 
Matters otherways, (chan in this pretended 
Will) and made his Nephew Arthur his 
Heir, as appears from his Letter to the 


Pope, 


\ 367] 

Pope, now to be ſeen in the Collection of 
publick Acts, AF. Pub. T. I. p. 68, ſo that 
Whatever might induce him afterwards, if 
any did induce him to change his Mind 
under the Agonies of Death, and the over 
Perſuaſions of John's ſecret Friends; it 
ought to be eſteem'd of no Oy 


 Fourthly, Arch-Biſhop Hubert's 8 peech, 
at King Jobn's Coronation, plainly intimates 
there was no ſuch Article in Richard's laſt 


Will: Matthew Paris Records it at Length, 5 


with all its Circumſtances, and it is thus 

"Tranſlated in M. de Rapin; No Perſon, 
faith the Biſhop, can have a Right to the 
„Crown of this Kingdom, unleſs after the 

humble Invocation of God's Holy Spirit, 


n de Wit unanimouſly elected for his 


« extraordinary Virtues, and then ſolemnly 
* anointed and conſecrated. And Rapin 
(p. 156.) gives us his Thoughts of the true 
Meaning, Intent and Motives of this 
Speech: Hubert, he faith, was intirely 


in John's Intereſt; the Buſineſs was to 


A * ſecure to that Prince a Crown, to which 


6c the 
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cc 
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the Duke of Bretaign had Pretenſions, 


« which ſeem'd not to be ill grounded. 


(He might have faid, was much better 


3 grounded as to Hereditary Right, than his 
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could be:) However, by Promiſes, or 
Threats, the Engh/h had been brought to 


* ſwear Allegiance to John: It was there- 
fore not at all proper to ſay, that he aſ- 


cended the Throne by Hereditary Right, 
ſince the Diſpute between him and Arthur 


had been neither examined nor decided; 
2 conſequently it would have been adding | 

e contrary to Job's Intereſt to have it ſet 
on foot; but it was much to his Advan- 
t vantage to have him mount the Throne 
by a Sort of an Election, which was ſer- 
viceable to him upon two Accounts. 
Firſt, as it gave him a Title to his Coro- 
nation. Secondly, as it gain'd the People 

of England to his Side, who by that 
Means would be rather induced to ſtand 


by their Choice, than to maintain him in 
his pretended Hereditary Right, which 
was liable to a great many Difficulties, 


* and to an infallible Overthrow by all the 


D | | «c Prin- 


8 King Vine J elder a liv" d. 


7 | Crown of England to Fobn, that would ih 


[18] 
5 Principles of Juſtice and Equity.” Aftet 
| theſe Reaſons, which amount to little leſs 
| then an abſolute Demonſtration, and give 
the ſtrongeſt Grounds to believe Richard 
the Firſt did not by his laſt Will and Teſta- 
ment conſtitute John his Heir to the Crown 
of England; we muſt conclude John had no . 
Manner of Hereditary Right to the Crown, | 
nor could have any, while Prince Arthur pn 
and his Siſter (both Children of Te ery, 


BESIDES, if Richard had: given hs 


my Judgment have given no true Heredi- 
tary Right thereto, whilſt his Brother's Son 
and Daughter were living, as they both 
| -were when John came to the Crown; for 
how can an undefeaſeable Heredi tary R. gt 
be given away, without the Conſent of the 
next Heir? No intail'd Eſtate can be fo alie- 
nated, and much leſs the Intail of a Crown, 
Without the Conſent of the States of the 
x Kingdom. I” 


FOR 
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FOR if Hereditary Right may be aliena- 
ted, and given away from the right Heir, 
by the mere Will of the Poſſeſſor, it ſeems 
much more agreeable to the Principles of 
ſound Reaſon, and the revealed Will of 
2 God, that the States of a Nation, when 
\ their Conſtitution is manifeſtly broken by 
7 the reigning King, and in Danger of being 
utterly ſubverted and ruin'd; ſhould have 
Power to ſet aſide the Hereditary Right of 
any Branch of the Royal Family, when 
cheir Religion and Education gives thjge 
ſtrongeſt Signs of incapacitating them for 
adminiſtring Government, according to their 
etſtabliſh'd Conſtitution; but there was no 
ſuch Reaſons in the preſent Caſe for ſetting 
aſide true Hereditary Right ; for both the 
Religion and Education of Prince Arthur 
and his Siſter, was agreeable to the then eſta- 
bliſh'd Conſtitution : And further, how can 
a Truſt inveſted in any Perſon, and directed 
by the Inveſtors of that Truſt, to deſcend 
ſtrictly to the next Heir, as a Crown and 
Government of a Nation, is certainly the 
PE” D 2 higheſt 


[ 20 ] 
higheſt Truſt, be given away by the Poſ- 
ſeſſor from the right Heir, without the Con- 
ſent of the Parties concern'd in that Truſt ? 
this is contrary to the Light of Reaſon, and 
the Laws of all Nations. 


1 AN D we may ſee wh the Opinion of 
Mankind was, even in that Age, concerning 
the Power of Kings, in giving away the 
Right to their Crowns, without the Conſent 
of the States of the Kingdom. Rapin in- 
forms us, that the Pope 8 Legate forbid the 
King of France in the Pope's Name, to 
carry his Arms into England, as being Part 
of St. Peter's Patrimony, through the Sur- 
render and Homage of Jobn, and threaten'd 
all Perſons with Excommunication that 
| ſhould aſſiſt the Exgliſʒ Barons. Philip 
without being concerned at theſe Menaces 


reply'd, that the Claim of England as the | 


Patrimony of St. Peter, was built upon a 


falſe Foundation; that it was evident that ; 


EKEing Joby had no Power to ſubject his King- 


dom, by a bare Act of his Will, without the 
Conſent of the States; and that an Act of 
| fuck 


0 21 } 
buch 2 Nature, was beyond what any King 
could pretend to. Rapin p. 235. Mathew 
Paris ſaith, That all the great Men of France 
unanimouſly declar'd, that they would main- 
tain this Point even unto Death: That no 

King or Prince, by his ſingle Authority, had 
Power to give away, or make over his King- 

dom; theſe Things were tranſacted at Lyons, 
15 Days after Eaſter. From what is ſaid, 1 


cConceive it is moſt apparent, that King 7a 


had no Degree or Shadow of Hereditary Right 
when he took the Crown. The next Thing 
that is urged in Favour of King John's com- 
ing to any Degree of Hereditary Right is, 

Prince Arthur doing him Homage, and 
owning him for . of England. 


B U T the Account M. 4 Rabin gives 
us of Prince Arthur's Behaviour to John, 
even when he was in the greateſt Danger, 
is a ſufficient Anſwer to all that can be 


urged on this Head; he aſſures us from good 


Authority, that Prince Arthur, and his Siſter 
were both ſurpriſed and taken by King Jahn, 
in Mirable, with 200 Knights, and the Earl of 

March, 


[2] 
March, then Duke of Bretaign; Prince Arthur 
was ſent immediately to Falaiſe, and the 
\ Princeſs Elenor, his Siſter to Briſtol Caſtle, in 
England, where ſhe was kept Priſoner forty 
Years, and died there without Heirs, in the 
_ 21ſt of Henry the Third, Son to King Jabn, 
Anno 1241. When King Jobn had got 
<« Prince Arthur into his Power, he urged him 
e to Renounce the Protection of the King 
4 of France, and wholly to ſubmit to him; 
« he accompanies this Advice with all 
the Promiſes and Threatnings poſſible; 
but the young Prince (faith Rapin ) who 
was not yet well inſtructed in the Maxims 
of Politicks, the chiefeſt of which was 
« Diſfimulation, could not bring himſelf to 
© conceal his Sentiments; inſtead of accepting 
« the King's Offers, he took the Freedom 


to upbraid him with uſurping the Crown 


« of England, as well as the Provinces of 
France, without conſidering he lay at his 
- « Mercy; he was ſo tranſported with Paſſion, 


as to threaten him, that to the laſt Moment | 


of his Life he would never ceaſe ſeeking | 


. < Occaſion to be reveng d: After fo plan 
© as | 


„ 
* Declaration of his Mind, Jahn being out 
« of Hopes of overcoming his Obſtinacy, 
order d him to be conducted to Roan, and 
« ſhut up in the New Tower, under the 
Care of Robert de Vipont. 


A T ER this Account, collected by a 
moſt impartial Hand, who can admit any 
Belief that ever Prince Arthur ſurrender' d 
any Part of his Hereditary Right to King 
Jahn? We muſt therefore conclude that 
Jobn had no Manner of Hereditary Right to 


to the Crown of England, but with Reſpect 


| to that, was a direct Ufurper; neither 
could he have any during the Courſe of his 
Life, for when he murder'd Prince Arthur, 
his Nephew, becauſe he found it impoſible 
to prevail with him to ſurrender his Right 

to him. Point 4. Yet the Princeſs Elnor 
his Siſter, was till living a Priſoner | in 

Briſtol Caſtle, and out-lived him 21 Years. 

This Princeſs (faith Rapin p- 354.) though | 

reduced to fo wretched a Condition, could 

never be prevailed on or r brought, during 
her 
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her long Impriſonment, to recede in the leaſt 


from her Right, in order to obtain ſome Fa- 


vour, which ſhe could expect upon no other 
Terms; therefore King John never had any 
Hereditary Right to the Crown of ___. 


HAVING advanc'd thus far, 1 
hope with ſuch clear Evidence, as is to 
the Reader's Satisfaction, I ſhall advance 
one Step farther, and that is to prove 
Point * That King John had not only : 


no Heredi tary Right to the Crown, whilſt 


he lived, but that he forfeited and 
attainted himſelf and his Poſterity of all 
Right to inherit it, by the Murder of his 
Nephew Arthur, Duke of Bretaign, and 
_ confining his Niece Elenor in Briſtol Caſth, 
where ſhe was debarr'd the Liberty and Pri- 
viledge of having Iſſue, which is next to 
Murder: That wilful Murder forfeits all Right 
of Inheritance, it ſeems to me to have been 
a Declaration from God, almoſt as antient 
as the World it ſelf. The Nonjurors will 
readily ae teste, t that Cain had an Here- | 
"we 
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ditary Right to univerſal Monarchy, after 
the Death of his Father Adam; but it is 
apparent to me that Cain, by the Murder of 
his Brother Abel, forfeited his Hereditary 
| Right to Empire, as I conceive is moſt 
evident, from the Sentence the Lord paſſed 
upon him after that Murder, Gen. iv. 11 
1 ta: © And thou art curſed from the 
Earth, that hath open'd her Mouth 
© to receive thy Brother's Blood from 
5 « thy Hand; when thou tilleſt the Ground. 
it ſhall not from henceforth yield 


« unto thee her Strengh, a Vagabond ES 


« and Fugitive ſhalt thou be in the Earth. 
And Cain ſeems to acknowledge the Juſtice 
of, though not with Patience to ſubmit to the 5 


or Sentence. And Cain faid, my Puniſhment 


is greater than I can bear, behold thou haſt 
driven me out this Day from the Face of the 
Earth, that is the Glory of, and Deminion 
in the Earth, for the Face is the Glory, and 
from thy Face and (that is, 1 conceive 
from all Right to Authority, to be thy Vice- 
regent, and Miniſter upon Earth) ſhall I be 


hid, and I ſhall be a Fugitive and a Vagabond 
E * 
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in the Farth, which plainly implies, that he 
had loſt all Right to Empire and Government. 


And accordingly we find all his Poſterity were 


cut off in the Peluge; if this be not ſufficient 
to ſatisfy, I hope that Command given forth 


by God himſelf, immediately after the Flood, 


will furely do it, viz. Gen. ix. 5 and 6. 
__ « Your Lives will I require at the Hand of 
ce every Beaſt, will 1 require it, and at the 
« Hand of every Man's Brother will I re- 
« quire the Life of Man. Whoſoever 
e ſheddeth Man's Blood ( Illegaly ) by Man 
e ſhall his Blood be ſhed, for in the Image | 
« of God he made Man.” If this be 
not an undeniable Proof, that willful and 
premeditated Murder attaints the Blood, 
and forfits all the Murderer's Right to 


Inheritance, nothing can be proved from 


holy Scriptrue. But we have not only the 
Command of God in holy Writ to prove this, 
but we have alſo a moſt. evident Example 
to confirm it, viz. 1. Kings xxi. 18 to 24. 
Abab forfited his Life for his permitting the 
Murder of Naboth, and Elijah was ſent with | 
: the Meſſage, ſaying, © « Thus faith the Lord, 
as c: hafl 
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ce haſt thou _ and alſo taken Poſſeſſion ; 
« in the Place where Dogs licked the Blood 
« of Nabeth, ſhall Dogs lick thy Blood, even 
et thine.” And this Principle is not only 
agreeable and confirmed by the Law of God 


Exod. xx. 13. but it is alſo agreeable to, and 
confirmed by the Law of Nature, and all 


Nations; for whatſoever Man be he, of the 


Blood Royal, or otherways noble or ignoble, 
if he murders the Perſon that hath the 
| Hereditary Right to the Crown, he thereby 
attaints his Blood and becomes guilty of High 


Treaſon, and forfits all Right of Inheritance. 


And this was the general Sentiment of the 
Nation in the Caſe of Crook-back'd Richard, 
and was what induc'd them to join with 
the Earl of Richmond. againſt him; and 
notwithſtanding Power doth ſometimes - 
defeat Right, and eſeape Juſtice in this 
| World, yet Right. is nevertheleſs Right, | 
' becauſe ſometimes defeated by temporal 
Power, Now, that King Fobn murder'd his 
| elder Brother's Son, Prince Arthur, was the 
Belief of the greateſt Part of Mankind at-- 
that Time, and ever ſince, and in my 
= + Judg- 
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judgment there needs no more to be ſaid, 
for the Proof of it, than what the moſt 

impartial Rapin, hath given us, his Account 

take as followeth, John being out of Hopes 
of overcoming Prince Arthur's Obſti- 
* nacy, ordered him to be conveyed to Roar, 


4 « and ſhut up in the New Tower, under the 
Care of Robert De Vipont. Tis affirmed 
that purſuant to the Advice of ſome of his 


Council, King Jobn deſigned to have 
_ < put out his Eyes, and render him incapable 


| bs of having any Childern, in order to free ? 
“ himſelf from the Uneaſineſs he was under — 


on his Score, but that he was diſappointed 


2 6c by thoſe who were deſigned to be the 


Agents. Be this as it will, a few Days 
e after the young Prince was brought to Raan, 


bc he diſappeared ona ſudden, without its ever 


1 being known, for certain, what became of 
him. The King's Friends ſpread a Report, 


that Arthur, endeayouring to make his 
. « Eſcape out of Priſon, was drowned in the 
« River Scin, but there were but few that 
10 * go e on the contrary, 


Et was the Fore Opinion! ED Prince 
. 8 Was 


| 
| 
| 
| 
K 
; 
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* vas murdered by the Order of the King 
« his Unkle, Mathew Paris, p. 174. There 
are even ſome Hiſtorians, particularly Will. 
« Briton de Geft; R. Phillip. 166, 167. who 
& have given the Particulars of his Death. 
{© They tell us, Jobn himſelf, in a dark Night 
* came in a Boat to the Foot of. the 
Tower, where his Nephew was in Cuſtody, 
c and cauſed him to be brought before him, 
ſtab' d him with his own Hand, and cauſed 
3 Body to be thrown into the Sein, 


. — ſome Leagues below the Tower. In 


« what Manner ſoever this Princes Death 
* happen'd, it is certain, John never clear d 


. himſelfof it, there is ſo much the more 


| « Reaſon to beleive him guilty, as he made 
« no Inquiry into the Matter, which he 


„ ſhould have done with great Strictneſs, 
had he no Hand in it.” And in the 


Concluſion of John's Reign, Rapin hath theſe 
Words in his Character, bia. It is very 
certain one cannot but have a very diſ- 
*© advantageous Idea of him, when one 
e conſiders his unjuſt Proceedings with 
— to King Richord, his Brother; 

9 the | 
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* the Death of Prince Arthur, his his Nephew, 
« of which he never clear d himſelf, the 


en Impriſonment of his Neice 


& *; Elenor, of Bretaign, his divorgeing of 
bis Aale of Ohler, Ge. b 


1 ROM. al thoſe 3 it is 
moſt evident, that King Jabn had not only 
no Hereditary Right to the Crown, but that 
by the Murder: of. his Nephew, and the in- 
human Treatment of his Neice, he for- 


5 It neceſſarily follows, Siætbly, Then ee el 


1 the Death of Elenor, Prince Arthur s Siſter, 
the true Hereditary Right fell, and deſcend- 
ed to the Princeſs Maud, or Matilda, King 
Jahns eldeſt Siſter, and Mother of the 
Royal Blood of His Preſent Majeſty Ring 
George; for there, was no other Branch be- 
tween for it to ſettle upon; for although 


tze Barons of England invited Lewis the | 


Dauphin, Son to Phillip King of France, to 
accept of the Crown, upon King John's For- 
4 aer thereof, by Male-adminiſtration aof 
Govern- 


fited and attainted himſelf and his Poſte- = 
ty; of all Right of Inheritance. Point 6. 
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Government, yet it is moſt evident, he had 
not the Hereditary Right before the Princeſs 
Maud and her Iſſue; and this Rapin makes 
undeniably clear in the Account he gives us 
of the —— this Tile before the — | 


'B UT that we may the more cl ſee 
the Daupbin's pretended Hereditary Right, 
I ſhall tranſcribe a Paſſage out of Rapin, 
before, viz. © That by the Treaty of Peace 


made by King Phillip with King John, 


one of the Articles was, that John ſhould 


« give twenty thouſand Marks of Silver in 2 


„ Dowry with Blanch of Caftile, his Neice. 
„ She was Daughter to Aphonſus VIIIth. 
« and Elencr, who was ſecond Daughter to 


Henry the Second, and younger Siſter to 


A the Princeſs Maud; Lewis was married to 
© her at Roan. Rapin, p. 162, 238 tells 
d us, Lewis attempted, at Rome before the 
Pope, to prove his Hereditary Title to 


the Crown of England. They founded 


n © (faith he) his Right upon his Marriage of 
* Blanch of Caſtile, pretending that Jahn 

— < hoving been lawfully pon by the Ba- 
tons, 
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* rons, the Crown was devolved on Blanch 
tt his Neice, and in the Account, which an 
„ Hiſtorian (who is Matthew Paris, Anno 
„ 1216) hath given of the Conference at 

large, which the Embaſſadors had with 
Pope Innocent. The Pope objected to 
« the Embaſſadors, that ſuppoſe Jobn was 
© Jawfully depoſed, his Children ought not 
e to be involved in the ſame Misfortune, 
but grant that his Children, young as they 
* were, had been Partakers of their Fathers 


Crimes, Elenor of Bretaign, Prince Ar— 


g thur's Siſter (then living, and Priſoner in 
« Briftol Caftle, had the Precedency of all 
* others; in fine, that the Emperor Otbo, 

Son to Henry the Second's eldeſt Daugh- 
« ter Maud) ought manifeſtly to ſucceed 

before Blanch of Caſtile.” From whence 

it is moſt evident, that the Dauphin's Wife 
could have no Hereditary Right to the 
Crown of England, before the Iſſue of the 

Princeſs Maud, Mother of the Royal Th 
mily of King George. But upon King John's = 
_ forfiting the Hereditary Right for himſelf 
and his Fn the true Hereditary Right 

0 imme- 


= . 
immediately upon the Death of the Princeſs 
Elenor, fell to the ps * A ys ; 


YEE 
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true, than the Points we have already con- 
ſider d, viz. Finſt, That King John, when 
be took the Crown, had no Degree of He- 
reditary Right thereto. Secondly, That 
Prince Arthur's Surrender never gave him 
any. Thirdly, That the premeditated wilful 
Murder of the Perſon who hath the Here- 
95 ditary Right to the Crown, forfits the Mur- 
derer's Right to inherit, and renders him 


incapable thereof. Fourthly, That the Prin- 


ceſs Maud, Mother of the Royal Blood of 
-bis Lats and Profene Maletty Klog Garne, 
had the Hereditary Right to the Crown be- 
fore the Dauphin's Wife Blanch of Caſtile, 
or any of her Iſſue. Point 7. There is 

but one Point therefore that remains to be 


diſcuſs d, to clear this whole Matter, and 
that is, whether King Jobn's Forfiture of 


his Hereditary Right, affected his Iſſue or 

Children; the Law of God expreisly affirm- 
- ing. that the Children ſhall not. anſwer for, 
| 5 nor 
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nor be eſteem'd guilty of their Father's 
Crimes. To clear this I have ſeveral Things 
to propoſe, as Firſt, Though the Father's 
Crimes, according to the Law of God, 
ought not to be imputed to the Children, 
yet what the Father forfits by his Crime 
| before the Children were born, thoſe Chil- 
dren can never have any Right to inherit, 
| becauſe the Father had forfited the Inheri- 
| tance before the Children were born. And 
this is the very Caſe of King Jahn's Chil- 
dren; King Jobn was guilty of the Mur- 
der of Prince Arthur, who had the true 
Hereditary Right to the Crown, in the third = 
Year of his Reign: Whereas, he had no 
Child born, till near fix Years after; how 
then ſhould that Child have any Title to the 
Hereditary Right to the Crown from his Fa- 
ther, when his Father forfited that Right 
five Years before he was begot? Indeed, 
King John was not depoſed by the Barons 


2 England, and declar'd by them to have 


. forfited his elective Right for Male-admi- 


niſtration of Government before his Chil- 
eren were born; and therefore the Forfi- | 
e 


. 
ture of what elective Right the Barons gave 
King Jobn; and afterwards declar d him to 
have forfited by his Male-adminiſtration, 
and did deveſt him of, and invited the Dau- 
pbin to accept of that Forfiture, need not 
be imputed to his Children. But the He- 

reditary Right, which was forfited ſo long 
before the Children were born, the Chil- 
dr en could have no Right to inherit. 


Secondiy, THERE are very ſtrong Ar- 
guments to prove, that according to the Law 
of the Goſpel, King John's Children were 
not legitimate, nor born in lawful Wedlock. 

And this is plain from the Account Raps: 
gives us of his Marriages. He informs 

us, that by his firſt Wife he had 
no Children, at leaſt not to live. His 
* ſecond Wife was Aviſa of Glouceſter, 
„ who had no Child by him, and during 


the ſeven Years ſhe was married to 


© him, gave him no Cauſe of Complaint: 
4 But falling in Love with Jabella of An- 

e gouleme, he got a Diſpenſation from tlie 
E F to be divorc d from Aviſa of Glou- 

bo 25 3 ye; d Ceſter, 
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be cefter; for no other Reaſon, but his Love 
«© of Liſt to Jabella, who before ſhe was 


c married to John, was contracted, in order 


"7 Marriage, with the Earl of March.” 
And in this manner faith Rapin, p. 163, 
164, it is that Hiſtorians for the moſt part 
ſpeak of John's third Marriage: They aſſure 
us, that his Love for Jabella of Angouleme 
was the real and only Motive of his annul- 
ing his ſecond Marriage. If then this third 
Marriage, by which only he had his Chil- 
dxen, was a lawful Marriage, according to 


the Laws of the Goſpel, there are no fuch | 
Things as unlawful ones. And if his Mar- 


_ Triage was unlawful, his Children muſt needs 
be illegitimate, and could have no Title to 
the my ow of the Crown, 


FOR if that ee of our Lood Fe of T 
. Chrif be the Goſpel or Chriſtian Law, vi. 
Mat. xix. 9. And I fay unto you, who- 
e ſoever ſhall put away his Wife, except it 5 
* be for Fornication, and ſhall marry another, 
* committeth Adultery, &c.” And further, 
voy x. 9. What therefore God hath 


"0 — | 
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2 « joined together, let no Man. (no not the 
<« Pope nor Colledge of Cardinals, nor yet a 
« general Council) putaſunder.” And then 
_ poſitively _ concludes, upon the moſt ſtrict 
* Enquiry in the Houſe, (where the Diſciples 
might expect according to his uſual Cuſtom, 
he would have explain'd himſelf moſt freely, 
and have told them his Mind without reſerve.) 
v. « Whoſoever putteth away his 
« Wife, and marrieth another, . 


* > Adultery yo her.” 


Bur ſeeing almoſt all Hiſtorians do agree 
that King Jobn diſannull'd his ſecond Mar- 


riage, and put away Aviſa of Glouceſter his 


Wife, for no other Cauſe than his falling 
in love with Jabella of Angouleme, and not 
any real Cauſe that Auiſa had given him. 
Tt muſt needs be concluded, that all: the 
Children John had by Jabella, were . 
mate and born 1 in ä 


AND > the Laws of God Joth not; 
with reſpect to Spiritual Concerns, ſubject 
the Children to the Guilt of their Es athers | 


Crimes; ; 
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Crimes; yet the Laws of all Nations ſubje& = 
the Children to the Penalties of their Fathers 
Attainders for High Treaſon, with Reſpect 


to the Inheritance, both of Titles and 
Eſtates; therefore King Jabn's Children 

ought to be ſubjected to the natural Attain- 
der, which attended their Father's Murder 

of Prince Arthur, and conſequently they 


could not inherit the Heredi * Right to 
the Crown, 


1 THEREFORE the true Hereditary 
Right to the Crown of England, upon the 
Death of Blenor of Bretaign, neceſſarily fell 
to the Princeſs Maud and her Iſſue, of 
whom King George is the eldeſt Branch (as 
we ſhall fee by and by) for by the Light 
of Nature, and the Law of all Nations, 
no Perſon can afterwards convey a Right 


wich they had by that Light, and thoſe 


Laws, before forfited; if our Nonjurors 
think they can, let them conſider whether 
any Perſon condemned, and attainted for 
High Treaſon, (or really and actually guilty 
E thereof, for the former is but a formal 
| Con- 
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Gb of this latter) can after chat 
Attainder, convey any Inheritance which 
before that Attainder they might have a 
Right to? If not, then King John nor his 
Children could have no Title after his For- 
fiture to the Hereditary Right of the 
Crown of England. . 


FROM all that we have faid, it is. 


moſt manifeſt and apparent, that the States 


of this Nation, upon the Death of King Jahn, 
could convey no other Right to Henry the 
Third, his Son, than an elective Right; 

neither could he convey any other Right 


to his Iſſue (unleſs the Iſſue of the Princeſs 


Maud had been extinct, which is moſt evi- 
: dent it 1s not to this Day.) | | | 


| BUT if the Nonjurors think the Con- 
veyance and Inheritance of an elective Right, 


is better than the Inheritance of a preceed- 


ing Hereditary Right : Then his preſent 
Majeſty King George, hath the Advantage 
this Way alſo; for the Statutes which ex- 
cludes all * from the Crown , and the 
| Statutes 


> 1 
Statutes whereby a limited Hereditary Right 
to the Crown, is ſettled in the Proteſtant 


Line, viz. to the Princeſs Sophia, and her 


Iſſue, being Proteſtants, conveys to his Ma- 
jeſty King George, all the elective Right of 
this Kingdom; and this Conveyance of an 


elective Right, with the Limitation of 


the Succeſſion in the Proteſtant Line is made 
the more ſecure, by being incorporated into 


the Union of Scotland, as an eſſential Part of 
the Conſtitution of the united Kingdom 

(including England and Scotland) called Great 
Britain; fo that his preſent Majeſty, hath 
not only the beſt and moſt antient Heredi- 


tary Right, but alſo inherits the beſt and 


firmeſt Elective Right that can be to the 


| Crown of Great Bri tain, &c. 


1 will now ſet 4 the lineal Sueceſſſon 
of his preſent Majeſty King George, from 
the Princeſs Maud or Matilda, eldeſt Daugh- 
ter to King Henry the Second. Henry the 

Second's Daughter Maud married Henry the 
Lion, Duke of Bavaria and Saxony, and 
had Iſſue, William Duke of Luninburg, who 
Ks | Mar 
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| 
| 
| 


' 

| 
| 

| 

it 

if 

| 

| 

| 
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1 
married Hellena, Daughter of Woldmer King 
6f Denmark; and had Iſſue Ortho Duke of 


Brunſwick and Lunenberg, and Emperor of 
Germany; who had Iſſue Albert, the fat 
Duke of Brunſwick ; who had Iſſue, Mag- 
nus Duke of Brunſwick and Lunenberg; who 
had Iſſue, Magnus Torquate Duke of Bruns- 
wick and Lunenberg; who had Iſſue, Ber- 

nard Duke of Brunſwick and Lunenber g; 
who had Iſſue, Frederick Duke of Lunenberg; 
who had Iſſue, Otho the great Duke of Lu- 

nenberg; who had Iſſue, Henry Duke of 
Lunenberg; who had Iflue, Erneſtus Duke of 
Lunenberg; who had Iflue, William Duke 
of Lunenberg and Zell; who had Iſſue, 


Geo#ge Prince of Collenberg, and Duke of 


Hannover; who had Iflue, Erneſtus Auguſtus 
| Biſhop of Oſnaburgh and Elector of Brunſ- 
wick; who married Sophia, Daughter to 

ö Rur ck King of Bobemia, by Elizabeth the 
only Daughter of King James the Firſt of 

Great Britain; by whom he had Iſſue 

George the Firſt, by the Grace of God King 
of Great Britain, and Elector of Brunſ- 


wick, Sc, who had Iflue, George the Second = 
„ .. M 
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by the Grace of God King of Great Bri- 
lain, &c. and Elector of — and 
Lunenberg, Sc. 


I need ray nothing on this Genealogy of 
the Illuſtrious Family of Brunſwick and 
Hanover, to prove it the moſt antient and 
honourable in Europe: There is enough 


printed long before His Late Majeſty had 


any Views of coming to the Throne of | 


Great Britain, which ſufficiently demon- 


ſtrates, that his Family i is the moſt Antient, h 


Honourable and Glorious of any now ſub- 
ſiſting in Europe ; and therefore is ſo far 
eon being the Object of Contempt, as 
many of my Countrymen have been deluded 
to think, that it is the greateſt Ornament to 
the Britiſh Throne, of any Family that 

hath fat upon the Throne of En gland for 


wy this 500, I may ay, this 1000 Years paſt. 


N fl E 88 of Brunfwick, 8 | 
* and Dukes of Hanover, and the Prin- 


ceſs Sophia being thus lineally | 18 ded | 


from the Antient ow Royal Blood of Eng- 
: land 
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land and Scotland, the former from Henry 

the Second, the latter ſrom King James the 

Firſt. King George the Firſt had a Claim 

to the Crown of Great Britain, according 
to the higheſt and ſtricteſt Hereditary Right, 
before the Iſſue of any of our Engliſb Kings 


ſince Richard the Firſt; for he had the true 


and untainted Blood of the Plantagenets, 
and Stuarts united together, whereas the 
Blood of the Mortimers, Suffolks and Tuders 


all iſſued, by the Male or Female from the 


attainted Blood of King John, which could 
never convey a pure Han tary Right to any 


85 of Our ſucceeding Kings, | becauſe attainted 


firſt in the Wan of the Crown, in 
the Prejudice of the undoubted Hereditary 
Right of Prince Arthur. And Secondly, by 
the Murder of Prince Arthur ; therefore 
this Blood could never be purified, (but by 
Marriage with the Electors of Brunſwick) 
into a ſtrict Hereditary Right, But the 
Blood of the Electors of Brunſwick, Lunen- 

berg, by their Anceſtor the Princeſs Matilda, 
Was never attainted with thoſe Crimes, but 


. comes 
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comes pure and uncorrupt into the Enjoy- 
ment of the true Hereditary Right. 


AND as the Blood of the Normans and 
Saxons were happily united in the Offspring 
of Henry the Second, Father of the firſt. 
Royal Blood of England, in King George by 

the Mother's Side, and the Blood of the 
Houſes of Yerk and Lancafter were happily 
united in King Henry the Eighth, and the 


Grandmother of King James the Firſt ; and 


the two Kingdoms of England and Scotland 
were happily united in the Perſon of King 
James the Firſt; ſo I may fay with great 
Truth and Juſtice, they are all happily 


united in the Perſon of King the i 
Second. 1 5 


5 B 1 Gillies J proceed any farther, will 
hint the Reaſons which I conceive might 
| Induce the States of England at the Time of 
- King Jobn's Death, not to conſider, but to 
| bs akide the moſt apparent Hereditary Right 
of the Princeſs Elenor, Prince Arthur's Siſ- 


ter. 
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ter, then a Priſoner in Briſtol Caſtle, and 
after her Death the Hereditary Right of the 


Heirs of the Princeſs Matilda, and proceed _ 


upon the Foundation of their Authority, 
when the Prince reigning had forfited his 
Right to the Throne, and the Throne was 
vacant, to ele& a King out of ſome Branch 


of the Royal Blood. Fit, Lewis the Dau- Ts 


phin of France, was then in the Bowels of 
England with a powerful Army, and had 
been invited over by great Numbers of the 
| Barons, and joined by them to withſtand = 
and oppoſe King Jobn's Arbitrary and Male- 
adminiſtration of Government; but the 
Barons making an evident Diſcovery, that 
the Dauphin had purpos'd and determin'd 
as ſoon as he got Power into his own Hands, 
_ utterly to deſtroy the Engliſh Conſtitution 
of Government, and as the Viſcount Melun, 
a2 French Lord declar'd upon his Death Bed, 


. Prince Lewis had avowed, that if once 


he got the Kingdom into his Hands, ut 
rh to extirpate all the Engl 72 Nobility, 
and to admit none but Frenchmen to any 
Pla aces 
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Places of Profit, Truſt, or Dignity ; there- 
fore the States of the Kingdom were under 
a Neceſſity to unite, in chuſing another Per- 
ſon to fill the Throne. The Princeſs Elenor 
had been long a Priſoner, and in great Con- 
tempt, doubtleſs with all the Court Party, 
as thoſe in her Circumſtances generally 
are; and although the Hereditary Right was. 
undoubtedly hers, yet the Court Party might 

be afraid to truſt her, for fear of her Re- 
ſentment ; and further, muſt be ſuppoſed 
to be more attach d by Intereſt to King 
Jobn's Son, and the Princeſs Elenor having 


no foreign Power to ſtand by her, and affiſt 


her, it was not reaſonable to ſuppoſe they 
could unite to reſtore her to her Right. 
And as to the Iſſue of the Princeſs Maud, 
their Hereditary Right commenc'd not till 
Hlenor's Death; they therefore could not 
think of admitting her Heirs, without an 
aggravated Affront to the Dauphin, who 
Might at that Time with as much Juſtice, 
claim the Crown as the Heirs of the Princeſs | 
4 Matilda, in n the preteaded Right of his Wife. 


Secondly, 
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Secondly, TheStates therefore could not think 
of a more probable way to unite the Inte- 
reſt of the great Men and procure the Peace 

of the Kingdom, than to ele& King John's 

Son, there being no Reaſon to doubt, as in 
the Caſe of the Fre, that he was his 
real Son, though born in unlawful Wed - 
lock: And conſidering his Father was dead, 
and gone to anſwer for his Sins in ano- 
ther World, and the Son an Infant left 
amongſt them, and not ſent away to the 

Enemies of their Religion and Conſtitu- 

tion, as the Pretender was; therefore theß 


might hope to bring him up, and inſtru 


him in, and poſſeſs him with ſuch Prin- 
. ciples, and inſpire him with Gratitude, and 


. ſuch a Senſe of his Father's Crimes and 


Follies, as might give them great Aſſurance, 
that in the whole Courſe of his Reign, he 


would govern ſtrictly, according to their 


5 Conſtitution, and preſerve their Laws and 
1 Liberties, and make them a happy People. 


Mirdiy, ANOTHER powerful Reaſon 
that might induce the States to ſet aſide 
"=_— 2 2 


1 
ſtrict Hereditary Right at this Time, was 
the Intereſt of the Pope, then acknowledg'd 
by England (for there was a Sciſm at that 
Time in the Popedome, and two Perſons 
claim'd the infallible Chair) and conſidering 
the Slavery Men's Conſciences were at that 
time held i in. This might be a very power- 
ful and prevailing Argument with the States, 
to ſet aſide ſtrict Hereditary Right, and to 


— young Henry King, and ſo to inveſt 


bim with an elective Right to the Crowẽn, 
and how unjuſt ſoever this might be, yet 


the Neceſſity of their Affairs ſeem'd to 5 


2 plead 1 in Excuſe for it : Therefore this Elec- 
tion and Choice of young Henry, doth not 


in the leaſt affect nor diſſolve the true and | 
antient Hereditary Right, devolved upon the 


Z Anceſtors of King George, by the Forfiture 
of King John and the Death of the Princeſs 
_ Elencr : But if it proves any Thing it doth 


but demonſtrate, that the States of this Na- 


tion, when their Conſtitution was broke, 

and the King reigning, had thereby forfited 
his Right to govern, have Authority to elect 
and chuſe a King out of the Royal Family, 


that 
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that they believed would govern according 
to their Conſtitution, and that ſuch an Elec- 
tion and Choice gave that Perſon a true 


Right to the Crown, and an Authority to 
- govern Try to — Laws. 


_— D if the States an living legiſlative 
Power had a Right to do this in one Age, 

why not, upon the ſame Emergency, to do 
the ſame Thing in another ? Doth the Light 


and Law of Nature authorize the States and 
Power of a free People in one Age, to form 


and eſtabliſ any meer human Conſtitution, 
that the ſame Powers of that free People 
have not Authority to rectify and purify in 
another Generation, from any Errors they 


1 perceive therein? 1 muſt confeſs I ſee no 
ſuch Diſtinction that the Light and Law of 


1 Nature can authorize, neither is ſuch a Re- 
ſtraint agreeable to the Sentiments and Prac- 
tice of the Generality of the wiſeſt and beſt - 


| Philoſophers and States of Men, in all Ages 


= of the World; and this is demonſtrable from | 
5 che ann Inſtances, . 


H WIEN 
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WHEN the Government of this Iſland 
was firſt conſtituted, whether by Compact 


'. Agreement amongſt the Inhabitants | 


themſelves, as is moſt probable, or by the 
impoſing Authority of Conquerors, it mat- 
ters not, or we may take in both, the Caſe 
will remain the ſame, fo that the Freedom 


of the States and People be preſerved, and | 


ſubſiſt, or at e, be reſtored. 


1 H E religious Part of this firſt coat . 


tution of Government, is allowed and aſ- 


ſerted by all Hiſtorians, to be Heatheniſm 
and Idolatry, which they had then Laws to 


eſtabliſh, defend and enforce, as much as 
buman Power could do; they therefore, 


without doubt, provided 25 the Altera- 


tion thereof; and ſo far as they did, and 

= whilſt they continued. to believe in their 
| Hearts and Conſciences, that they were in 
the Right *, I don't ſee, but from the meer 
Light of ane , they had Authority ſo to 
OW Ta Tres oy 1 


* Hels xvii. 30, iſt Rom, xix 21. Ch, ii. 14, 15. 
Jehn iii. 20, 21. Rn 
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do. But did this their meer human Autho- 
| rity and Conſtitution, or the Authority of 
their Conſtitution, bind their Succeſſors, at- 
ter the Principles of Chriſtianity prevail'd, 
and made a Contueſt over the Minds of 
thoſe in whom the living g legiſlatix e Power 

was inveſted, not to cher, rectify and pu- 
rify their former Conſtitution of Govern- 

ment, from thoſe Errors which relate to 
Heatheniſm, and to form it agrecable to 


thoſe Principles of Chriſtianity they had re- 1 


ceived? No certainly, for our Hiſtorians ; 


5 unanimouſly declare they had Authority, 


and did caſt out of the Conſtitution all thoſe 
Errors that related to Heatheniſm and Ido- 
latry, and made other Laws Part of their 
Conſtitution, that were agreeable to the 
Principles of Chriſtianity, : 


a A N D when the Errors and Superſtition | 
of Popery prevail'd in this Nation (for all 


Proteſtant Writers do unanimouſly teſtify, Ds - 


and undeniably prove, they were not the 
firſt Principles of Chriſtianity receiv'd and 
eſtabliſh'd in this Nation) the Conſtitution 
. and 


1 
and Laws were again alter'd, and made 
agreeable thereto, by the then living legiſla- 
tive Power, and the Supremacy of the Pope 
was introduc'd and eſtabliſh'd by Law, with- 
out any Authority from the Law of God, 
and the true Principles of Chriſtianity ; and 
it was made Death to deny the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantation, and ſome other of the 
Roman Errors. Now, ſeeing it is moſt 
evident, that thoſe grand Alterations have 
paſs d upon the Conſtitution of Government, 
ſince its firſt Formation in this Nation. Had 5 


not the living legiſlative Power as great "= 4 5 


Authority, and far greater (as they have the 
plain reveal'd Will of God on their Side) 
when the Principles of the Reformation pre- 

 vail'd, aud made a Conqueſt over the Minds 
of the living legiſlative Power, to caſt out 
of the Conſtitution of their Fore-fathers, 


all thoſe Laws that favour'd and eſtabliſh'd 


the Errors, Superſtition and Idolatry of Po- 
pery, and to form their Conſtitution accord- © 


Ing to the Proteſtant Faith ? Surely they | 


had the higheſt Reaſon and Right to do 
| this, ſecing we have the ſame Revelation of 


the 8 
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the Will of God, which is acknowledged 
in the bare Literality, by the Papiſts them- 
ſelves, to juſtify us therein, as thoſe that firſt 
changed the Conſtitution from Heatheniſm 
to Chriſtianity had, 


THEREFORE, feeing the ſupream 
living legiſlative Power of this Nation, in 
King, Lords and Commons, in Edward the 
 Sixth's Reign; and again, in Queen, Lords 
and Commons, in Queen Elzabeth's Reign, 
did rectify, purify and eſtabliſh the Conſti- 
tution of the Government of this Nation, 
according to the Principles of the Proteſtant 
Faith, and that it hath been further confirm'd 
and ftrengthned, by additional Laws, in all 
the Reigns ſince Queen Elizabeth, of Glo- 
rious Memory, except King James the Se- 


| cond, had any Part of the legiſlative Power 


and Authority, without the Whole, to break 
or diflolve any Part of this Conſtitution? as 
may be undeniably prov'd the late King 
James did; and particularly from the De- 
_ claration of the Lords ſpiritual and tempo- 
ral, and Commons, aſſembled at Ve min- 
* d 
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fer, Jan. 28, 1688. For by the Nature of 
this Conſtitution it is moſt apparent, that 
the King's Perſon is no more than a third 
Part of the living legiſlative, inveſted with 
the executive Power of the Whole, and a 
negative Voice in paſſing of all new Laws. 
Hath the King then, without the Conſent 
of the Lords and Commons, Power and 
Authority to break and diſſolve our eſtab- 
iſh'd Conſtitution? Certainly, the Nation 
nn no Age ever quietly ſuffer d it, but al- 
ways oppoſed this arbitrary Froceedin 8 in 
| their Kings. 


4 1 doubt not, but the Papiſts would loudly 
have juſtified the Houſes of Lords and 

Commons, if thay had united, in oppoſing 

the King, had he attempted, without their 


Concurrence, to have broke the Conſtitution, 


when it was eſtabliſhed in Favour of Po- 
pery; and this we are ſufficiently aſſur'd 


of, by what they did in Queen Elizabeth's 


Reign, notwithſtanding ſhe did nothing 
relating to the Conſtitution, but what was 


done I 
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done by the Conſent, and Concurrence 
of both Houſes of Parliament. 


THE States of this Realm, then had 
Authority to interpoſe upon the many and 
great Breaches made in our Proteſtant 
Conſtitution, by the late King James the 
Second, ſuch as his apparent Deſign of break 
ing and diſſolving the Whole, in an arbitrary 
Power (if it could be done no other Way). 
When the Prince of Orange, joined by 
the Majority of the States, oppoſed and 
prevented the Deſigns of the faid King 
James, his ſecretly ſtealing away (after he 
was by the Biſhops, and a conſiderable Part 
of the Peers, deſir d to ſtay, and meet a 
free Parliament, to rectify the Breaches 
he had made in the Conſtitution, being 
aſſur d both from the Prince of Orange, 
and ſeveral Lords, that no Violence nor 
Prejudice ſhould be done to his Perſon) 
and notwithſtanding all, leaving this 
Nation without any Form of Government 


= or executive Power lodged in the Hands | 


of any Perſon or Perſons, and as much 
e as 
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as in him lay, diſſolving all Form of Govern- 
ment, by carrying or cauſing, or at leaſt per- 
miting to be carried away, the Broad Seal of 


England, burning thoſe Writs that had alrea= 


dy paſs'd the Seal, but not ſent out, and ſu- 
perceeding thoſe that were for calling of a 
free Parliament, and ordering the Army 


to be diſbanded, with their Arms, and 


without their Pay; and which ſtill aggra- 
vated the Matter (having before ſent ' away 
the Queen, and his pretended Son, and if he 
was his real Son, ſo much the worſe) goes 
over himſelf, to the then greateſt Enemy 
of our Proteſtant Conſtitution of any in 


Europe; and one that had the moſt bar- 


| barouſly perſecuted thoſe of the Proteſtant 2 
—_—_ EE e 


1 11 E 8 E f were equally . 
emergent, and render'd the Affairs of the 


Nation as deſperate as thoſe at the Death | 


of King John; therefore, what Reaſon can 
- he giv en, why the States of this Nation had = 
not as much Authorty, to aſſemble in the 
two Houſes of Parliament, and declare that 
Ss _ 


oo | 
the ſaid King James had forfited his Right 
to Government, 'and abdicated the Throne, 
and that the Thorne was realy vacant ; and 
upon this apparent Vancancy of the Throne, 
do elect and chuſe a King and Queen out 
of ſome Branch of the Royal Family, that 
would maintain their Conſtitution, and 
adminiſter Government according to the 
Laws; as well as the States had Authority, 
at the Death of King John, to elect Henry 
the Third, and to inveſt him with a true Ti- 
| tle. It muſt be acknowledg'd they could not 
inveſt Henry with the true Hereditary Title, 
for his Father never poſſeſs d it, nor could 
poſſeſs it, while any of his elder Brother 
Fefery's Heirs were living; and the Princeſs 
| Elenor was living when Henry was elected, 
and lived to ag 21ſt Year of his Reign; 
andif the States then maintain'd, as the States 


of every Age ſince have done, as Occaſion re- 


requir'd (for this was never repeal'd) that theit. 
Election (notwithſtanding the true Heir, ac- 

cording to Hereditary Right was then living, 
and in the Nation) Ls Henry a _— -. 
; T +, 


4 War 
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WHAT Reaſon is there to doubt, 
that the Election and Settlement of the 
States in 1688 gave King William and 
Queen Mary, and Queen Ann, as true a 
Title; certainly if 3 had a true Title, 
thoſe had 4 a true T tle, 


AND if the Choice and Senlement of 
the States gave King William and Queen 
Mary, and Queen Ann, a true Title, then 


the Acts of the States in both their Reigns, 1 


wich ſettled the Crown upon the Princeſs 

| Sophia, and the Heirs of her Body, being ; 

Proteſtants, gave his Late, and Preſent 

Majeſty King George, a true Title, and as 
true a Title as ever Henry the Third : 
had. 


ANN if it be denied, the Election and 
3 of the States gave Henry a true 
Title, it muſt neceſſarily follow, that none 
of our Kings ſince, till King George the 
Firſt, had any true Title; ſeeing they could 
have none but what 8 inherited from 
him, 
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him, or that the Acts and Settlement of 
the States gave them. If it be objected, that 
Henry had no true Title, till the Death of 
the Princeſs Elenor, and then the Hereditary 
Right fell to him; anſwer, it cannot be 
allow'd, that the true Hereditary Right fell 
to Henry on the Death of the Princeſs 
Elenor, without overthrowing evident and 
undoubted Principles, both of Revelation 

and ot as we have * 


F 0 R if wilful a reid 1 


: dier of the true Heir, and Poſſeſſor * 


Hereditary Right, doth not forfit the 


|  Murderer's Right to inherit, we overthrow 
that evident Principle of divine Revelation, 


given forth by God himſelf immediatly 
after the Flood, Gen. xix. 5, 6. which 
therefore muſt be obligatory upon all Nations, 
becauſe given to the Root and Stock of all 
Nations, in Noah, and his Sons. "And it © 


not only overthrows this Principle of 


| Revelation, but it allo overthrows the Z 


A . $I Rs. » CHE 


Reaſon and Laws or Fall Chriſtian Nations. | 


| 1 + 3 Recent, OF 
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— IF it be not beben tel. 
" ae Henry the Third was begotten and 
born in Adultery, we overthrow that expreſs 
Law of our Lord Jeſus Chrift, viz. 1 ſay 
unto you whoſoever putteth away his 
Wife, except it be for Fornication, and ſhall 


marry another, commiteth Adultery. Again, 


and what therefore God hath joined together, 
let no Man put aſunder. And as we have 
proved before, it is the general Opinion of 


Hiſtorians, that King Jahn put away his 


Wife Avi/ia of Glouceſter, for no other Reaſon 


than his falling in love with Jabella of 


Angouleme . therefore if we do not allow, 
Henry the Third was begotten, and born 
in Adultery, and conſequently could have 
no Title to true Hereditary Ri gbt, we over⸗ 
throw the forementioned Law of our r Lord 


Te 45 — 


5 "THEREFORE Henry the Third could 
| have no Title to the Crown, but what the 

| States gave him, conſequently that Title the 
States gave him, was a true Title, or none 


"Ts 
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of our Kings ſince, till King George the 
Firſt, had a true Title. But all our Kings 
ſince Henry the Third, that were. inveſted 
with the Crown, by the general Act, Con- 
ſent and Acknowledgement of the States, 
had a true Title thereto, till they forfited it, 
and were deprived thereof, by the Act of 
the States, as ſeveral of our Kings were. 


| AND if the States had Authority, by | 
their Act and Election, notwithſtanding the = 
Princeſs Elenor was then alive, and had done 


3 nothing to forfit her Title to Hereditary ans 


KRigbt (and notwithſtanding King Jahns 
moſt apparent Forfiture, by the Murder of 
his Nephew Arthur) to give Henry a true 
Title to the Crown, that hath been the 
Foundation of all the Right to all our Kings 
ſince, till William the Third. Certainly the 
ſame Act and Authority of the States of this 
Kingdom, upon as emergent an Occaſion, 
and great Neceſſity, gave King William, 
Queen Mary, Queen Ann, King George the 
Firſt and Second, as true a Title as ever Hen- 
ry the Tied enjoy d, or (ny of his Succeſ- 


ſors, 


[67] 

7 2 which ought to deſcend to the Iſſue of 

King George, ks — to the End 

ay TS 20:2. Pte; 

Sl: ü bas ane e 
BUT us:t-0 Rd? dr bo 2 - Thiody.. 

this Conſequence, Krter. hy od 

deny the Premiſes, and therefore anc icek 

for an unforfited and untainted Hered:tary 


Right, which can be found no where, but 


in his preſent Majeſty King George the Se- 

| cond. And fince the wonderful and fur- 
prizing Providence of God (I am fully per- 
ſuaded, for glorious and good Ends to this 


Kingdom) hath fo over- ruled, and brought 


Things to concur in ſuch a happy Manner, 

as that the Settlement of the Crown, by the 

States of the Kingdom, and the true unfor- 

fited Hereditary Right meet and center in 
one and the fame Perſon, which hath not 

happened, till King George the Firſt, of 

_ glorious and happy Memory, for above theſe 
soo Years; which united Right gives his 

preſent Nied, and his Iſſue, the higheſt 

and moſt divine Title to the Imperial Crown 

of Great Britain, that ever any King en- 


I alas 
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joyed, fince it was a Nation. I may here 
uſe the Expreſſion of that bold Cham- 
* of the Nonjurors, the un © 


5 am, which bh in- 
auitce 3 ES vays, viz, © Although 
= oh Tree of Hereditary Right hath been 
e ſeveral Times cut down to the Ground, 
e yet the Stump in the Earth (I may add, 
« tho' it hath lain long in Obſcurity, with 
£ reſpect to this Kingdom) hath grown up 
#þ ee again, and hath reached to Heaven, the 
1 Kingdom hath been ſure, and the Nation 
« hath been convinc 'd that the Heavens do 
3 rule,” 22 


AND thoſe that i in the 1 Caſe will | 
not be convinced, by the ſurpriſing and 
: ruling Providence of the Almighty, 
that hath advanced the Family of his pre- 
ſent Majeſty King George, to the Throne of 
Great Britain, &c. That the Heavens do 
rule, would not be convinced, tho' one 
ſhould ariſe from the Dead to teſtify it, or if 
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an Angel was ſent from Heaven with the 
OW 


vine — in reſtoring to the 
of theſe Nations, the pure untainted 
of the Plantagenets, by the Mother's Side, 


into which the Hereditary Blood of the 
Saxon Line, by the Mother's Side, was 


ingrafted by Henry the Second, is ſufficient 


do take off the Force of all that can be 


urged from the long Interruption of the He- 
reditary Right, in the Iſſue of the Princeſs 


Matilda. For though no Claim or Demand 3: 


of this Right was made, nor Poſſeſſion ob- 
tained, yet according to the true Light of 
Nature, and the Law of God, this Right 
remain d nevertheleſs real and eſſential: And 
ſeeing the good Providence of God hath ſo 
wonderfully and unexpectedly reſtor'd it, in 
| his late and preſent Majeſty, this i is ſufficient 
to take off all that may or can be urged 
from the Literality or Cuſtom of human 
Laws. And this the Author of Hereditary 
Right maintains in his Appendix, p p- 15. 
Ve 
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« 'Tis a ſure Rule in thisCaſe (faith he) Nal- 
lum Tempus occurrit Regi. (And adds) No 
1 2 of Time makes that Law, Which 

* was not ſo from the Beginning, if there be 
a right Heir that claims, or would claim, 
or wants either Notice of his Title, or 
Power to make it good, or forbears to 
c claim for other ſufficient Reaſons, here 
_ © Preſcription ſignifies not :ing. And if 
fo, then King George's Hereditary Right was | 


[as good, when he enter'd upon Poſſeſſion of 
the Crown, as it was the firſt Day King 


Juobn forfited his Right, by the Murder of 
his Nephew Arthur, and the Death of the 
Princeſs Elenor. 5 


pon by their own Rule, if no Time 


nor Law can preſcribe or detriment the true 


Hereditary Right, none can * or de- 5 
e King George . ” 


AN D * what hath been ald, 1 con- 
ceive it is moſt evident, that his Late Ma- 
jeſty King George did, and his Preſent Ma- 
* Kang George doth enjoy the beſt Here- 
= ditary 
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ditary Right to the Crown of Great Britain, 
Sc. of any Monarch that hath fat upon the 
Throne ſince Richard the Firſt. 


AN D upon due Weder it muſt 
be a ſurpriſing Prejudice that can withhold 
any Man (eſpecially a Proteſtant, and a 
fincere Lover of his Religion, and the 
true Good of his native Country) from ſee- 
ing and acknowledging this. Much more 
might be ſaid to confirm this T ruth, both 
from Hiſtory, Revelation, and the ſound 
Principles of Reaſon, but I conceive what 
hath been already ſaid is ſufficient to con- 
vince any race —_--.- 


1 boni alſo anfiver all that may be urged 

to invalidate the Argument, founded upon 
King John's Divorce from Aviſa of Glouceſter. 

| To prove Henry the Third illegitimate, 


And particularly, what may be urged from 


the Example of Henry the Eighth; and 


prove, from undoubted Hiſtory, that Henry 


the Eighth had much greater Reaſon to di- : 
vorce Katberine of Spain, than John had to 
divorce 


E 5 
divorce Aviſa of Glouceſter; but as there are 
none of the Poſterity of Henry the Eighth 
remaining, there is no Reaſon to trouble the 

Reader with that Argument ; but to conclude, 
if thoſe Gentlemen who were Nonjurors to 
King George the Firſt, will be determin'd 
by nothing, but the higheſt and ſtricteſt 
| Hereditary Right, J hope, upon due Conſi- 
deration, they will ſuffer this moſt apparent 
Hereditary Right, of his preſent Majeſty, to 
determine them to take the Oaths, and to 
become loyal and faithful Subjects to King 
George the Second, whom God Almighty 
long preſerve, in Health, Proſperity, and 
Peace, or Victory, to govern theſe King- 


[doms, and his 1 we after him, to the End 


of Time. An E N, 


1 1 1 
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